MR RAJAGOPALACHAR1   ANSWERS CRITICS
NO  MENTAL  RESERVATION
The following statement was issued by Mr C. Rajagopalachari
to the Press on July 16, 1944, from Panchgani:
It is gratifying to note that apart from the Mahasabha's uncom-
promising attitude, Gandhiji's acceptance of my scheme has been
widely welcomed. The opposition of the Hindu Mahasabha leaders
to any Congress-League settlement o-n the basis of self-determination
for predominantly Muslim areas is nothing surprising or new. The
Mahasabha's opposition must be taken for granted. It cannot be met
by any terms acceptable to the Muslim League.
.'/. If we accept the argument of the Mahasabha the result will be
undoubtedly the continuance of the deadlock and of British rule for all
time. The real question is whether a dependent status and authori-
tarian rule from Delhi and Whitehall are better than a settlement
und^er the scheme proposed. If the League and the Congress agree
to this1 or to any other scheme, not even the Imperialism of the Bri-
tish Tories can successfully resist the Indian demand for Independence.
Unless we talks in terms of civil war and violence, powerful units
though numerically inferior cannot be held against their will in a Con-
federation or for that matter in a Federation.
No procedural points need stand in the way of a just estimate on
the merits of the scheme which is now before the entire Indian public.
The issue is too important for a controversy on procedure to be allow-
ed, to deflect attention from the main point.     It is difficult to appre-
ciate the steps I have taken unless there is some sympathetic imagina-
tion.     I have used my utmost capacity and patience towards settle-
ment by private negotiation.   It is now two years since I started the
work.   Even though I had secured Gatidhiji's    unqualified    personal
support to the scheme, and it conceded all that the Muslim League had
ever demanded in its resolution of 1940 or could hope to claim before
the bar -.of world opinion, I found Mr Jinnah unwilling to give his per-
sonal support to it.   What could I do thereafter by way of  private
. negotiation and with whom was I to do it?   I beseeched Mr Jinnah
to give more thought to it.    The terms of my letter of April 17, 1942,
are   rnow   before   the   public.     No reply was - received to this letter,
although three months had passed. It was no small thing that I had
offered. Mr Jinnah had before him the maximum that the Congress or
nationalist India could agree to.   And what is more, I offered' it with
Sandhiji's .powerful moral support.   It would have been enough if on